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USO LAW DEAN CLARIFIES POSITION OF CENTER FOR PUBLIC INTEREST LAW 
Sheldon Krantz, dean of the University of San Diego School of Law, 
today characterized an article appearing in the July 19 San Diego Union 
as "misleading and calling for clarification." Krantz said the article 
conveyed the impression that individual attorneys and the University would 
benefit if the Pub Ji ic Utilities Commission awards compensation to the 
Center for Public Interest Law, while in fact "none of the proceeds from 
an SDG&E reimbursement for Center expenses in connection with the Utility 
Consumer Action Network (UCAN) would inure to any employees of the Center 
or to the University. 11 
In the event the PUC grants the award to the Center, funds will be 
used only to permit the Center to continue its public interest work, Krantz 
stated. The Center, one of four research institutes at the law school, is 
funded by the Weingart Foundation, but according to the law dean it must 
begin to obtain funding from other outside sources, including attorney fee 
awards. "This will enable the Center to continue its work on behalf of 
California consumers before state regulatory agencies and advocate the 
rights "of those who would otherwise be unrepresented," he added. 
The Center has asked for $48,241 in compensation for attorneys fees 
and costs for services rendered in connection with the successful prosecution 
and implementation of the Public Utility Commission's decision to allow 
UCAN to distribute membership solicitations in SDG&E billing envelopes. 
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11 The Center based its application, 11 Krantz said, 11 0n a 1979 decision 
of the California Supreme Court in a case entitled 'Consumers Lobby Against 
Monopolies v. Public Utilities Commission,• which held that the PUC has 
authority to award attorneys fees and costs to publ i c interest organizations. 
Federal and state legislatures, regulatory agencies, and the courts have 
emphasized the importance of public participation in governmental decisions. 
They also recognize that unless public interest groups are compensated for 
their costs, they will be unable to participate in those proceedings." 
Krantz pointed out that the PUC recently awarded the San Diego Legal 
Aid Society approximately $20,000 for its participation in the last SDG&E rate 
case. It has also awarded legal fees on several occasions to a San Francisco 
consumer group, toward utility rate normalization (TURN) . Courts have 
authorized awards too numerous to recount, said Krantz, based upon the same 
arguments raised by the Center, the most notable being the Serrano award. 
Robert C. Fe 1 lmeth, Center di rector, agreed wi th Krantz' remarks. 11 The 
Supreme Court's decision was based on well established equitable doctrines. 
It recognized that when a substantial benefit is conferred, those who will 
benefit should contribute to the costs of obtaining that benefit. 11 The 
Center's application, Fellmeth said, 11 notes that al l SDG&E ratepayers, not 
just those who joined UCAN, will receive the benefit of UCAN's professional 
advocacy. If the PUC does not grant the Center's request for compensation, 
it means UCAN members wi 17 be 'footing the bi 11' for services received by 
non-members. 11 
The Center notes, in addition, that all SDG&E ratepayers have already 
paid for SDG&E's attorney fees in opposing UCAN, s i nce ratepayers pay the 
utility company's attorneys fees in all PUC proceedings. 
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